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Problem
E. G. White has been one of the most influential persons in the 
development of the Seventh-day Adventist Church. Therefore extremism 
in church members is likely to crystallize in issues concerning the 
implications of her writings for today. The purpose of this study 
was to explore what relation, if any, exists between certain person- 
.ality traits of an individual, his exposure to E. G« White's 
writings, and his perception of "E. G. White".
Method
The following instruments were used in the study: (1) The
Questionnaire of Exposure to E. G. White; this questionnaire was 
developed to indicate the extent of an individual's exposure to E. G. 
White's writings and writings about her. (2) The Scale of Attitudes 
toward "E. G. White"; this scale was developed for use in this study 
v/ith the goal to distinguish between healthy positive and extreme 
positive attitudes toward "E. G. White". (3) The Bokeach Dogmatism 
Scale. (*f) The Edwards Personality Inventory, booklet III.
Two-way analyses of variance— where categories of scores on the 
Bokeach Dogmatism Scale and/or on the different subscales of the 
Edwards Personality Inventory were the one independent variable, 
categories of scores on the Questionnaire of Exposure to E. G. White 
the other independent variable, and scores on the Scales of Attitudes 
toward "E. G. White" the dependent variable— were applied to the 
results in order to analyze the relationship between exposure to 
E. G. White's writings, the individual's personality structure, and 
his attitudes toward "E. G. White".
Ninety-seven students from Andrews University Seminary, who held 
American citizenship and for whom English was the basic language, 
participated in one of several testing sessions.
Besults
The only significant interaction effect was that between 
"Exposure to E. G. White" and "Cooperative". "Dogmatism", "Makes 
Friends Easily", and "Cooperative" were significantly related to 
scores on the Scale of Attitudes toward "E. G. White".
Conclusions
Perception of "E. G. White" seems to be partially influenced by 
the individual's personality structure and also to some degree by his 
exposure to E. G. White's writings. Further research is needed in 
this specific area; especially the impact of original E. G. White 
books, compilations of her statements, and books written about E. G. 
White need to be investigated with respect to the hypothesis that 
these different books influence the dogmatic person differently.
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CHAPTER I
THE PROBLEM 
Introduction
During the latter part of the nineteenth century the Seventh- 
day Adventist Church grew out of the Millerite Movement. From that 
time until the present one of the most influential factors in the 
development of the Church has been the person and writings of 
Ellen G. White. Her writings and books today still constitute the 
greater part of Seventh-day Adventist literature. Possibly;the 
greatest impact of her person has not been that on organizational 
matters, but that upon the life-style of the members of the 
Seventh-day Adventist Church.
E. G. White's extraordinary position among Seventh-day 
Adventists rests on her claim of being inspired, tracing back 
most of her writings to Divine inspiration.
During her life much controversy among Seventh-day Adventists 
focused on the question of her being an inspired prophet or not. 
There is still some discussion about this question, but it seems 
that, among leaders of the Seventh-day Adventist Church— ministers, 
teachers, officials— the attitude of the great majority toward 
E. G. White and her writings is positive. Despite this there is 
still some controversy among church members concerning the
1
2implications of her writings for today. Sometimes these 
controversies hamper the growth of the Church.
Though the over-all position with respect to the Church's 
acceptance of E. G. White is positive, the question of concern is: 
what brings about these individual differences in views?
General Statement of the Problem
Until now very little study has been done in this specific 
area; a study by Thompson (1972) indicates that there is a 
difference in attitudes toward E. G. White and her writings 
among the students of two American Seventh-day Adventist Academies 
and one Norwegian Seventh-day Adventist High-School.
However an immense amount of study and theorizing have 
taken place in regard to the process of interaction between the 
organism and his environment. Could differences in psychological 
environment be a factor in shaping attitudes toward E. G. White 
and her writings?
The purpose of this study is to discover to what extent, 
if any, the attitude of individual church members toward the 
E. G. White writings is related to certain personality factors.
Importance of the Study
History shows that E. G. White was one of the most in­
fluential factors in the S.D.A. Church's development. Even if the 
attitudes of all individual church members toward the E. G.
White writings were positive, there would still be differences
3between individuals, on a continuum ranging from a careful 
acceptance to an extreme, blind acceptance.
As it is easier to deal with a problem the underlying 
causes of which are known, the findings of this study should be 
of importance to the church as a whole, to leaders of youth, and 
to individual members.
Limiting the Scope of the Study
The findings of various basic studies in the area of person­
ality and perception may be applied to this problem in order to 
limit its scope. If the interaction of the individual with "E.
G. White" is considered as taking place within the individual’s 
total environment, three factors can be isolated which modify the 
interaction process:
a. the physical environment,
b. the amount and quality of E. G. White's writings, the 
individual is familiar with, and
c. the individual's personality structure.
If a is controlled, differences in individual's perception of E.
G. White's writings are due to differences in b and c; for factor 
b this study was only concerned with the amount of E. G. White's 
writings the individual is familiar with; factor c could only be 
taken into consideration in segments as there is not yet an 
instrument that can claim to measure a personality structure in its 
totality. This study was concerned with personality traits which 
were assumed to modify the individual's perception of E. G. White 
and her writings.
4The process by which the individual in his interaction re­
lates to "E. G. White", can be defined as perception and was in­
ferred from his attitudes toward E. G. White and her writings.
Statement of the Problem
After limiting the scope of the problem it may be stated as 
follows:
How do certain personality-traits and exposure to E. G. White's 
writings relate to the individual's perception of "E. G. White"?
Definition of Terms
Certain Personality-Traits.— as measured by
a. the Rokeach Dogmatism Scale, Form E, and
b. the Edwards Personality Inventory, Booklet III.
Exposure to E. G. White's Writings.— as measured by the
Questionnaire of Exposure to E. G. White (this questionnaire is 
given in the Appendix).
Perception of "E. G. White".— as measured by the Scale of 
Attitudes toward "E. G. White". This attitude scale is described 
in Chapter IV.
Hypotheses
1. H^: Between Exposure to E. G. White's writings and
Certain Personality-Traits an interaction F 
approaching significance will be found.
Hq : Between Exposure to E. G. White's writings and 
Certain Personality-Traits no interaction F 
approaching significance will be found.
5II. H^: There is a difference on the Scale of Attitudes to­
ward "E. G. White" (SAW) for groups on different 
levels on the Questionnaire of Exposure to E. G. 
White•
Hq : There is no difference on the SAW for groups on
different levels on the Questionnaire of Exposure 
to E. G. White.
III. H^: If there is a positive difference between groups on 
the Rokeach Dogmatism Scale, then there will be a 
positive difference on the SAW.
Hq : If there is a positive difference between groups on 
the Rokeach Dogmatism Scale, then there will be no 
difference or a negative difference on the SAW.
IV. H^: If there is a positive difference between groups on 
the "impressed by status" subscale of the Edwards 
Personality Inventory (EPI), then there will be a 
positive difference on the SAW.
Hq : If there is a positive difference between groups on 
the "impressed by status" subscale of the EPI, then 
there will be no difference or a negative difference 
on the SAW.
V. H^: If there is a positive difference between groups on 
the "desires recognition" subscale of the EPI, then 
there will be a positive difference on the SAW.
Hq : If there is a positive difference between groups on 
the "desires recognition" subscale of the EPI, then
6there will be no difference or a negative difference 
on the SAW.
VI. H^: If there is a positive difference between groups on 
the "feels superior" subscale of the EPI, then there 
will be a positive difference on the SAW.
Hq : If there is a positive difference between groups on 
the "feels superior" subscale of the EPI, then there 
will be no difference or a negative difference on 
the SAW.
VII. H^: If there is a positive difference between groups on 
the "self centered" subscale of the EPI, then there 
will be a positive difference on the SAW.
Hq : If there is a positive difference between groups on 
the "self centered" subscale of the EPI, then there 
will be no difference or a negative difference on 
the SAW.
VIII. H^: If there is a positive difference between groups on 
the "neat in dress" subscale of the EPI, then there 
will be a positive difference on the SAW.
Hq : If there is a positive difference between groups on
the "neat in dress" subscale of the EPI, then there 
will be no difference or a negative difference on 
the SAW.
IX. Hj_: If there is a positive difference between groups on 
the "cooperative" subscale of the EPI, then there 
will be a negative difference on the SAW.
7Hq : If there is a positive difference between groups on 
the "cooperative” subscale of the EPI, then there 
will be no difference or a positive difference on 
the SAW.
X. H^: If there is a positive difference between groups on 
the "makes friends easily" subscale of the EPI, then 
there will be a negative difference on the SAW.
Hq : If there is a positive difference between groups on 
the "makes friends easily" subscale of the EPI, then 
there will be no difference or a positive difference 
on the SAW.
XI. Hj_: If there is a positive difference between groups on
the "independent in his opinion" subscale of the EPI, 
then there will be a negative difference on the SAW.
Hoi If there is a positive difference between groups on
the "independent in his opinion" subscale of the EPI, 
then there will be no difference or a positive 
difference on the SAW.
XII, H^: If there is a difference between groups on the
"logical" subscale of the EPI, then there will be 
a difference on the SAW.
Hq : If there is a difference between groups on the
"logical" subscale of the EPI, then there will be 
no difference on the SAW.
The reasons for stating hypotheses III - XI in the form of 
directional hypotheses can be inferred from Chapter II— 'Review of 
Related Research Literature.
CHAPTER II
REVIEW OF RELATED RESEARCH LITERATURE
Basic Aspects of Personality and Perception
As the problem is the relation between the individual's 
personality and his perception of "E. G. White", this study dealt 
with three variables:
a. personality,
b. perception, and
c. "E. G. White"— the object of perception.
It is recognized that besides these there are other factors 
in the individual's psychological environment which shape his 
interaction with "E. G. White", e.g., his parent's attitudes to­
ward "E. G. White" in connection with their child rearing patterns 
But these factors cannot be controlled in real life situation and 
it is assumed that at least part of them is reflected in the in­
dividual's personality.
It is outside the realm of this thesis to review basic 
literature on personality and perception. The interested reader 
should consult Bartley (1958), Allport (1955), Bruner and Postman 
(1948), Hebb (1949), Gibson (1950), Piaget (1932), Erikson (1963), 
Havighurst (1972), and Maslow (1968).
The following section discusses the findings of some 
recent studies which are rather similar to this study
9
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with respect to the basic problem. These were the basis for 
stating some of the hypotheses as directional hypotheses.
Relevant Research Literature
Hanson and Bush (1971) report that the scores of high 
anxiety Ss on form E of the Rokeach Dogmatism Scale (DS) were 
significantly higher than those of low anxiety Ss.
Centers (1971) found that a high level of need for 
affiliation, nurturance, deference, intraception, dominance, 
succorance, and abasement were positively correlated with the 
positive evaluation of the partner the Ss were engaged with, while 
need for autonomy and aggression correlated negatively with 
positive evaluation of the partner.
Graff and Ladd (1971) report a negative correlation between 
scores on the Dimensions of Religious Commitment Scale and self 
acceptance and inner directedness as measured by the Personal 
Orientation Inventory.
Oswald (1970) arbitrarily divided Ss into liberal, 
medium, and conservative groups according to their ranking on 
the Inventory of Theological Beliefs. Their scores on the 
Omnibus Personality Inventory and the DS then were compared. It 
turned out that the conservative group was lower on autonomy, dis­
liked ambiguity, had a good opinion of self and was high on the 
DS. The liberal group was lower on the DS, more accepting of 
ambiguity, more anxious and had a poor opinion of self. The 
medium group was more or less in between.
11
This finding seems to contradict the findings of Hanson and 
Bush (1971) and Graff and Ladd (1971). But a possible solution 
might be that a self accepting individual can take anxiety 
without becoming dogmatic, while the non accepting individual 
cannot face his anxiety and low confidence in his values without 
flight into dogmatism. The following supports this view:
Laszlo and Rosenthal (1971) found that Ss high on the DS 
were significantly more susceptible to the influence of high- 
status experimenters than Ss low on DS, whereas low-status 
experimenters could not influence high scorers on DS nor low 
scorers. As the experimenters were randomly assigned to low or 
high status without knowing about it, the finding indicates that 
a person high on DS is influenced by status, by personality, and 
less by objective facts. Anxiety and self-opinion of highly 
dogmatic persons thus can be seen as not being a function of the 
content of their beliefs but a function of status of important 
others.
Robbins (1970) conducted an experiment that heavily bears 
upon the problem of this study. Two groups, A and B, were formed 
by randomly assigned Ss scoring high on the DS. Groups C and D 
were formed by Ss low on the DS. Two contradicting descriptions 
of a person were given to them. Groups A and C first got one 
item that gave a positive description of the object; groups B and D 
first got one negative item. All groups had one minute time and 
then were asked to make a judgment about the object. Then all 
groups were given both full descriptions. When they thought they
12
had enough information, they should write a final judgment and 
indicate their confidence in their judgment. It turned out that 
groups A and B (high on DS) upheld their initial judgment 
significantly more often than groups C and D (low on DS), and 
were more confident in their judgment and used less information 
as basis for judging. Another finding is that group A (high on DS, 
got first positive item) modified judgment (positive) more easily 
than did group B (high on DS, got first negative item, leading 
to negative evaluation) with group B being more confident in 
judgment than group A.
Conclusions
There is considerable evidence that perception is a function 
of personality to a greater degree than it is a function of the 
object in focus or the stimulus.
The highly dogmatic person tends to judge other persons 
in his environment neutral or negative, but not positive, re­
gardless of the validity of contradicting material. This might 
be an expression of his envy for status, because within an en­
vironment of neutrally or negatively evaluated persons he is much 
more likely to be the better evaluated person— the superior 
person, that of higher status. This feeling then will function 
in giving him security and status when he cannot accept himself 
as he is.
CHAPTER III
RESEARCH DESIGN 
General Type of Research
The purpose of this study was to find out if there is any 
relation between certain personality traits of an individual, his 
exposure to E. G. White, and his attitudes toward "E. G, White".
In order to accomplish this task, an explanatory survey 
research was carried out.
Population and Sample
The population was the future leaders of the S.D.A. Church 
in the.United States of America as represented by the students of 
the Seminary at Andrews University who held American citizenship 
and for whom English was the basic language.
A sample of 147 Ss was randomly selected. This sample 
had the limitation that the future teachers in S.D.A. schools were 
not included. It would be interesting to carry out the same study 
with Ss from the Education Department of Andrews University and 
to compare the results with the results of this study.
Research Tools
Scale of Attitudes toward "E. G. White". The purpose of 
this scale is to distinguish between Seventh-day Adventists holding
13
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"healthy positive" attitudes and those holding "extreme positive" 
attitudes— bordering on fanaticism— toward E. G. White and her 
writings.
The development and data of this scale are given in 
Chapter IV.
Questionnaire of Exposure to E. G. White. On this 
questionnaire the respondents indicate certain features of their 
exposure to E. G. White and her writings. In the following the 
type of exposure and the corresponding weights are given:
a. Are the parents Seventh-day Adventists?
Neither of them ................................. 0
Father or m o t h e r ..........   2
Both p a r e n t s ................    . 3
b. Education in S.D.A. schools, excluding Andrews
University Seminary; per y e a r    . 1/4
Attendance at Andrews University Seminary;
per quarter ............  . . . . . . . . . . . .  1/3
c. Attendance of the course CH570-HISTORY
OF THE SEVENTH-DAY ADVENTIST CHURCH . . . . . . .  3
Attendance of the course T570-PROPHETIC
GUIDANCE ..........................    7
d. Exposure to E. G. White books
Read a book partially..........   1
Read a book fully . . . . . . . . . . .  ........  3
Read a book more than once . . . . . . . . . . .  4
15
e. Exposure to books about E. G. White
Read a book partially . . .................... . . 1
Read a book fully.............. ............. 2
Read a book more than o n c e ........ . . .......... 3
The points added yield the overall score. The weights of 
the different subscores were set up arbitrarily. The rationale 
for attaching the different weights was that type d exposure should 
be given the heaviest impact on the overall score, as it is the 
most objective dimension of the factor "E. G. White", and that 
type a and b exposure should be given the least impact on the 
overall score, as it cannot be assumed safely that their influence 
points in the same direction as type d exposure nor that they are 
uniform for different respondents.
Edwards Personality Inventory, Booklet III. This per­
sonality inventory is not one that has been widely used, which 
might be due to the fact that the author warned testers to use 
it only for research, as sufficient norms are not yet established. 
Besides this no test-retest reliability is given nor any 
correlations with scales from other inventories. The homogeneity 
of the scales is good, yielding K-R 20 reliability coefficients 
ranging from .65 to .95, where thirty per cent of the coefficients 
are below .80, forty per cent in the 180’s, and thirty per cent 
above .90. A few of the scale's intercorrelation coefficients 
range up to the low .80's, some are in the .60's and ,70's, but 
most lower, indicating that, in the main, they are measuring 
different aspects of personality.
16
This inventory was chosen because of the relevance of the 
measured personality traits for this study.
Rokeach Dogmatism Scale, Form E . The author claims that 
this scale measures open- and closed-mindedness in general and 
therefore could be used for measuring a person’s dogmatism in a 
fascistic, communistic, or any political organization, as well as 
in a religious setting. This claim is supported by the Dogmatism 
Scale's correlation with the F Scale (Adorno, Frenkel-Brunswik, 
Levinson, and Sanford, 1950), yielding coefficients between .54 
and .77 for different groups. While the Dogmatism Scale 
correlates rather highly with the absolute scores of Rokeach’s 
Opiniation Scale, the correlation with the total score, when Left 
Opiniation is subtracted from Right Opiniation, is only between 
-.03 and .17 for different groups. The split-half reliability 
of form E of the Dogmatism Scale is .81 for English College 
students and .78 for English workers.
Form E of the Dogmatism Scale was used because of the 
greater discrimination power of this shortened version.
Procedures
The Dean of Andrews University Seminary, Dr. W. G. C. 
Murdoch, was asked for permission to conduct the study with 
Seminary students.
April 30, 1973 the study was announced in the Announce­
ment Sheet of the Seminary which is distributed to every Seminary 
student. The next day a letter was sent to the random sample in
17
which they were asked to come to the session. The text of the 
announcement and the letter are given in the appendix.
One hundred forty-seven Ss were chosen by using a table of 
random numbers. Ninety-six of these came to one of the sessions 
which were held on the following days: Friday, June 11, 9:00 
A.M.; Monday, June 14, 7:00 P.M.; Tuesday, June 15, 9:30 A.M. 
and 2:00 P.M.; Thursday, June 17, 1:00 P.M.; Friday, June 18,
8:00 A.M.; and Monday, June 21, 12:30 P.M.
The reasons given by the 51 Ss who were invited but did not 
participate in the study were the following:
Blindness (1 person);
Part-time Student Status (3 persons— teachers, attending 
only one course);
Non Availability (2 persons were already moved away, 2 were 
in a hospital for surgery, 3 had to stay at home be­
cause of infections, and 40 persons could not come 
because of "lack of time").
The Ss were told that they did not need to indicate their 
names on the answer sheets; each S got his answer sheets provided 
with a distinct number in order that the corresponding scores 
could be identified.
In the first session the instruments were administered in 
the following sequence: Edwards Personality Inventory, Rokeach 
Dogmatism Scale, Scale of Attitudes toward "E. G. White", 
Questionnaire of Exposure to E. G. White. For the other sessions
>
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the sequence was changed in order to provide for the effects of 
fatigue as between one and two hours was required to fill in 
the answer sheets.
)
CHAPTER IV
SCALE OF ATTITUDES TOWARD E. G. WHITE 
Purpose of the Scale
The purpose of the Scale of Attitudes Toward E. G. White 
is to distinguish between Seventh-day Adventists holding "healthy, 
positive" attitudes and those holding "extreme, positive" attitudes 
— bordering on fanaticism--toward E. G. White.
■ . . General Type of Scale
The Scale of Attitudes Toward E. G. White is a Likert 
type scale with responses ranging from strongly agree— strongly 
disagree, where the point value for strongly agree = 1, agree 
on the whole = 2, agree a little = 3, uncertain = 4, disagree a 
little = 5, disagree on the whole = 6, and strongly disagree = 7 
for items, where agreement indicates, a "healthy" attitude. Where 
agreement indicates an "extreme" attitude, the point value scale 
is in reversed order.
Content of the Items
The items can be grouped accordingly to reflect mainly 
three aspects of "healthy" versus "extreme" attitudes:
1. Aspect of Importance.
Items which reflect this aspect are competitive comparisons 
of E. G. White's writings with other religious literature (Bible)
19
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or statements concerning the importance of E. G. White books 
for the development of the individual's personality. It is 
assumed that the individual who holds "extreme" attitudes 
toward E. G. White will subscribe rigid importance to her 
writings more than the individual with "healthy" attitudes 
does. ■
2. Aspect of shifted purpose.
Items which deal with this aspect distinguish between 
E. G. White's statements as a means to an end— to help.mankind—  
and as an end in themselves— a restricting commandment. It is 
assumed that the individual with "extreme" attitudes will be 
more inclinced to perceive E. G. White's statements as an end 
in themselves than the person with "healthy",, attitudes.
3. Aspect of Authoritarianism.
This includes two subaspects:
a. Aspect of careless generalization; items which re­
flect this aspect are generalizations of E. G. White's state­
ments regardless of different circumstances. It is assumed that 
the individual who holds "extreme" attitudes toward E. G. White 
will tend to generalize in this way more easily than the in­
dividual with "healthy" attitudes.
b. Aspect of displaced authoritarianism; items which 
deal with this aspect relate the individual's authoritarian 
attitudes to E. G. White's statements. It is assumed, that the 
individual with "extreme" attitudes toward E. G. White expresses 
his authoritarian attitudes more easily than the person who
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holds "healthy" attitudes when he can rationalize his attitudes 
as being similar to E. G. White's.
Development of the Scale
A pool of 45 different items was developed; 37 of these 
then were stated in the opposite direction, so that 37 item pairs 
were obtained where each item pair had the same content, but one 
half stated the opposite direction to the other half.
The remaining 8 items— 4 of them stated in one direction 
and 4 in the other direction— then were paired by randomly 
assigning 4 items of the one direction to the other 4. By this 
means altogether 41 item pairs were obtained.
Now 2 item pairs were selected to serve as an honesty 
check; criteria for selection were a. best similarity of con­
tent, and b. best reversal of direction. These 2 item pairs 
were added to the pool so that in the end it contained 43 item 
pairs.
This procedure was followed because the goal was to build 
two forms, A and B, which contained items of the same content 
in the same order, but stated in the reverse direction. An 
item analysis then could show which items were best in which 
direction.
By use of a table of random numbers the order of the 
items was achieved. Then for each item a coin was tossed to 
decide which half of an item pair was to be contained in form A 
and which in form B. For the honesty check items this decision
was made only with the item pairs arrived at first, because the 
arrangement of the two counterparts was determined by the 
former in that each form had to contain these items in both 
directions.
By these procedures the two forms A and B of the Scale 
of Attitudes Toward E. G. White as shown in the appendix were 
established.
A pilot study with these two forms was then run. The 
Ss were Undergraduates of Andrews University with majors in 
religion and theology. Form A was administered to 28 Ss and 
form B to 30 Ss.
The data of the item analysis— using computation of 
Cronbach's Coefficient Alpha as a coefficient of internal con-_ 
sistency— are shown in Table 1.
The final form of the Scale of Attitudes Toward E. G. 
White, as given in the appendix, consisted of the best items 
from forms A and B; criterion for selection was a Point Multi­
serial Coefficient greater than .2000 (exception: item 18); 
when both item forms had a Point Multiserial Coefficient 
greater than .2000, that with the greater Point Multiserial 
Coefficient was chosen.
Item 18 (20 on form B) was maintained as its Point Multi 
serial Coefficient was only slightly smaller than .2000 (.1952) 
it is assumed that this item’s value was inflated by the term 
"necessarily" which in the final form was eliminated.
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TABLE 1
SCALE OF ATTITUDES TOWARD E. G. WHITE, PILOT STUDY,
ANALYSIS OF FORMS A AND B
. Form A Form B
Item D*
P R P R
1 .55 .12 .83 .45 +
2** .59 .07 .37 -.05 +
3 .51 .20 .42 .34 +
4*** .50 .25 .45 .39 -
5 .56 .16 .43 .37 +
6 .45 .14 .55 .28 +
7 .52 .00 .77 .36
8 .40 .16 .34 .10 —
9 .39 .19 .46 .54 -
10 .80 .16 .88 .21 +
11 .66 .41 .73 .34 _
12 .50 .13 .39 .55 +
13 .68 .42 .82 .30 -
14**** .35 .05 .77 .63 -
15 .40 -.03 .38 .40 -
16 .48 .23 .55 .40 _
17 .53 .15 .74 .22 +
18**** .55 -.05 ;53 .35 -
19 .57 .33 .50 .40 -
20 .93 .01 .64 .20 +
21 .49 .34 .50 .55 +
22 .65 .19 .75 .41 -
23 .54 .11 .52 .39 -
24 .46 .60 .42 .30 -
25 .61 .47 .66 .42 -
26 .93 .13 .86 .32 +
27 .18 .01 .21 .06 +
28 .32 .13 .38 .36 -
29 .39 .19 .65 .49 -
30 .51 .18 .51 .23 +
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TABLE 1 (Continued)
Form A Form B
Item D*
P R P R
31 .68 .34 .58 .43 -
32 .58 .51 .30 -.11 +
33 .28 .03 .76 .50 -
34 .67 .23 .58 .49 +
35 .59 .27 .78 .35 "f
36 .68 .33 .69 .48 _
37 .92 .12 .32 .63 -
38**** .77 .29 .81 .14 -
39 .52 .08 .56 .26 +
40 .64 .28 .61 .18 4-
41 .50 .05 .78 .48
42**** .18 .01 .33 .14 ■ ■ -
43** .36 .05 .55 .58
N 28 30
M 163.64 172.47
SD 19.83 32.23
a .62 .85
* Direction indicated by + : an individual with "unhealthy" 
attitudes was supposed to agree with this item on form A, 
but to disagree with it on form B; - indicates that an 
individual with "unhealthy" attitudes was supposed to dis­
agree with this statement on form A, but to agree with 
it on form B.
** Items 2 and 43 were one item pair (honesty check).
*** Items 4 and 21 were one item pair (honesty check).
**** This item had not the same content on form A and B.
KEY: (P) = Proportion Score per Individual
(R) = Point Hultiserial Coefficient 
(D) = Direction of Item 
(a) = Cronbach Coefficient Alpha 
(N) = Number of Ss 
(M) = Mean
(SD) = Standard Deviation
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As most items were chosen from form B, its structure was 
basically maintained. Where the form A item was selected be­
cause of its higher coefficient, it replaced the 
corresponding form B item.
Items 2, 8, 27, 42, and 43 were totally eliminated because 
they did not discriminate.
As items 2 and 43 were an honesty check item pair, item 
pair 25 was used as an additional honesty check with item 25A 
forming item 39 on the final form. Only one response on the 
scale was rejected because of contradiction showing up.
So the final form consisted of 39 items with items 3, 19 
and 23, 39 as honesty checks. The ratio of items which an indi­
vidual with "extreme" attitudes toward E. G. White is supposed to 
disagree with (+) and to agree with (-) is 19/20. Table 2 shows 
which items from which form are contained in the final form and 
what their direction is. Table 3 gives the analysis of the 
final form as it was used in the study.
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TABLE 2
SCALE OF ATTITUDES TOWARD E. G. WHITE, FINAL FORM
Item A/B D Item A/B D
1 IB + 21 23B
2 3B + 22 24A +
3 4B - 23 25B -
4 5B + 24 26B ' +
5 6B + 25 28B -
6 7B — 26 29B
7 9B - 27 30B +
8 10B + 28 31B -
9 11A + 29 32A -
10 12B + 30 33B -
11 13A + 31 34B +
12 14B - 32 35B +
13 15B - 33 36B
14 16B - 34 37B _
15 17B + 35 38A +
16 18B — 36 39B +
17 19B - 37 40A -
18 20B + 38 41B —
19 21B + 39 25A +
20 22B “ “  .
(ITEM) = New Item Number 
(A/B) = Corresponding Item on Form A or B 
(D, +/-) = Direction
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TABLE 3
SCALE OF ATTITUDES TOWARD "E. G. WHITE"
— ANALYSIS OF FINAL FORM
Item P R Item P R
1 .89 .25 21 .36 .17
2 .55 .42 22 .58 .23
3 .41 .53 23 .54 .26
4 .47 .38 24 .91 .35
5 .65 .16 25 .24 .11
6 .76 .49 26 .60 .39
7 .52 .31 27 .58 .45
8 .84 .29 28 .62 .45
9 .83 .56 29 .69 .40
10 .58 .27 30 .79 .45
11 .76 .01 31 .63 .43
12 .80 .32 32 .71 .42
13 .32 .32 33 .77 .38
14 .47 .35 34 .24 .06
15 .72 .14 35 .80 .26
16 .45 .27 36 .60 .40
17 .55 .32 37 .66 .49
18 .90 .26 38 .75 .60
19 .50 .47 39 .62 .37
20 .71 .22
N 94
M 170.62
SD 24.23
a .80
P = Proportion Score per Individual 
R = Point Multiserial Coefficient 
N = Number of Ss 
M = Mean
SD = Standard Deviation 
a * Crombach Coefficient Alpha
CHAPTER V
ANALYSIS OF DATA
The question of concern was if there was any relation be­
tween certain personality traits of an individual, his exposure 
to E. G. White, and his attitudes toward "E. G. White".
Method of Analysis
In order to answer the question of concern the hypotheses 
were tested by applying a two-way analysis of variance, where 
categories of scores on the Rokeach Dogmatism Scale and/or on 
the different subscales of the Edwards Personality Inventory were 
the one independent variable, categories of scores on the 
Questionnaire of Exposure to E. G. White the other independent 
variable, and scores on the Scale of Attitudes toward "E, G.
White" the dependent variable.
The independent variables were each arbitrarily divided 
into three groups, Low, Medium, and High. The cut-off points 
were selected by considering the following three points:
a. to form groups of rather equal size, with the medium 
group preferably containing a few more Ss as the 
range of scores of the medium group normally is smaller 
than that of the other groups;
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b. to have Ss with equal scores in the same group; and
c. to obtain cells of rather equal size.
The unweighted means analysis for unequal cell frequencies 
was used to obtain the different F-ratios; in the case of a sig­
nificant interaction F a simple effects analysis was carried out 
and the significance or non significance of differences between 
groups was determined by applying the Newman-Keuls method (Ferguson, 
1971, pp. 272f.), in the case of a non significant interaction F, 
but significant A and/or B effect F, an overall effect analysis 
was carried out by using the Newman-Keuls method.
Presentation of Data
The presentation of data proceeds in the same sequence as 
the hypotheses were stated in chapter I; the same system of 
numbering is also used in order to facilitate reference to the 
corresponding hypotheses.
The vertical dimension for the different analyses of variance 
always represents the A effects (Exposure to E. G. White) whereas 
the horizontal dimension shows the B effects (Certain Personality 
Traits).
I. Interaction: The Hq was upheld for all analyses of 
variance, except for analysis IX, where the Ho was re­
jected and the accepted. For further information 
see the specific analyses.
II. Exposure to E. G. White: The Hq was upheld for all 
analyses of variance, except for analysis IX, where
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III.
IV.
the Hq was rejected and the accepted. For further 
information see the following analyses.
Exposure to E. G. White (A) - Dogmatism (B):
H0(I) was accepted and (I) rejected as no significant 
interaction F was found; the probability was .6966.
Ho (II) was accepted and (II) rejected as no sig­
nificant A effects F was obtained; its probability was 
.5664. Hq (Hi) was rejected and (III) accepted as 
the B effects F was significant with a probability of 
.0132; the overall effects analysis showed that the 
difference between the High B group and the Low B. 
group was significant at the .01 level and 
between the Medium B group and the Low B group at 
the .05 level with no significant difference between 
the High B and Medium B group. The data are given 
in tables 4 and 5.
Exposure to E. G. White (A) - Impressed by status (B):
Hq (I) was accepted and H^ (I) rejected as no significant 
interaction F was found; the probability was .9579.
Hq (II) was accepted and H^ (II) rejected as no 
significant A effects F was obtained; its probability 
was .2328. Hq (IV) was accepted and H^ (IV) rejected 
as the B effects F did not reach significance with its 
probability being .3437. The data are given in tables
6 and 7.
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TABLE 4
ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR HYPOTHESIS III
Exposure to E. G. White (A) Dogmatism (B)
Source M.S. D.F. F-Ratio P
Between 936.08 8
A 489.94 2 .85 .5664
B 2611.68 2 4.54 .0132
AB 321.36 4 .56 .6966
Within 575.45 87
Total 605.82 95
TABLE 5
MEANS FOR ANALYSIS-OF VARIANCE FOR HYPOTHESIS III
Group High Medium Low A Effects
Low 173.67 171.50 151.27 165.48
Medium 180.23 169.44 168.77 172.81
High 178.50 178.87 158.86 172.07
B Effects 177.47 173.24 159.63
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ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR HYPOTHESIS IV 
Exposure to E. G. White (A) _____________ Impressed by Status (B)
TABLE 6
Source M.S. D.F. F-Ratio P
Between 454.83 8
A 936.19 2 1.48 .2328
B 687.24 2 1.08 .3437
AB 97.94 4 .15 .9579
Within 634.11 85
Total 618.69 93
TABLE 7
MEANS FOR ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR HYPOTHESIS IV
Group High Medium Low A Effects
Low 165.88 157.89 168.17 163.98
Medium 176.00 167.10 175.31 172.8D
High 170.75 171.00 180.90 174.22
B Effects 170.88 165.33 174.79
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V. Exposure to E. G. White (A) - Desires recognition (B):
Hq (I) was accepted and H-^  (I) rejected as no significant 
interaction F was found; the probability was .6073. Hq 
(II) was accepted and (II) rejected as no significant 
A effects F was obtained; its probability was .5833.
Ho (V) was accepted and H]^  (V) rejected as the B 
effects F was not significant with its probability being 
.9916. The data are given in tables 8 and 9.
VI. Exposure to E. G. White (A) - Feels superior (B):
Hq (I) was accepted and (I) rejected as no signifi­
cant interaction F was found; the probability was .1962. 
Hq (II) was accepted and (II) rejected as no signifi­
cant A effects F was obtained; its probability was 
.3571. Hq (VI) was accepted and (VI) rejected as the 
B effects F did not reach significance with its 
probability being .0661. The data are given in tables 
10 and 11.
VII. Exposure to E. G. White (A) - Self centered (B):
Ho (I) was accepted and H-^  (I) rejected as no signifi­
cant interaction F was found; the probability was .5932. 
Hq (II) was accepted and H^ (II) rejected as no signifi­
cant A effects F was obtained; its probability was 
.0980. Hq (VII) was accepted and H^ (VII) rejected as 
the B effects F was not significant with its probability 
being .2863. The data are given in tables 12 and 13.
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ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR HYPOTHESIS V 
Exposure to E, G. White (A)________________ Desires Recognition (B)
TABLE 8
Source M.S. D.F. F-Ratio P
Between 361.13 8
A 567.24 2 .89 .5833
B 5.83 2 .01 .9916
AB 435.73 4 .68 .6073
Within 636.35 85
Total 612.68 93
TABLE 9
MEANS FOR ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR HYPOTHESIS V
Group High Medium Low A Effects
Low 163.30 161.64 174.00 166.31
Medium 177.69 174.36 166.82 172.96
High 171.89 179.57 173.07 174.84
B Effects 170.96 171.86 171.30
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TABLE 10
ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR HYPOTHESIS VI
Exposure to E. G. White (A) Feels Superior (B)
Source M.S. D.F. F-Ratio P
Between 991.88 8
A 600.49 2 1.05 .3571
B 1595.61 2 2.78 .0661
AB p 885.71 4 1.54 .1962
Within 574.30 85
Total 610.22 93
TABLE 11
MEANS FOR ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR HYPOTHESIS VI
Group High Medium Low A Effects
Low 145.82 177.36 174.71 165.97
Medium 170.23 170.36 179.55 173.38
High 172.43 174.25 175.36 174.01
B Effects 162.83 173.99 176.54
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TABLE 12
ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR HYPOTHESIS VII
Exposure to E, G. White (A) Self Centered (B)
Source M.S. D.F. F-Ratio P
Between 767.00 8
A 1439.12 2 2.37 .0980
B 770.85 2 1.27 .2863
AB 429.01 4 .71 .5932
Within 608.22 85
Total 621.88 93
MEANS FOR ANALYSIS
TABLE 13 
OF VARIANCE FOR HYPOTHESIS VII
Group High Medium Low A Effects
Low 161.90 153.00 171.46 162.12
Medium 169.73 178.67 173.42 173.94
High 171.71
__ __ __ _ __
168.54 183.40 174.55
B Effects 167.78 166.74 176.09
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VIII. Exposure to E. G. White (A) - Neat in dress (B):
Hq (I) was accepted and (I) rejected as no signifi­
cant interaction F was found; the probability was 
.2413. Hq (II) was accepted and (II) rejected as 
no significant A effects F was obtained; its probability 
was .5289. Hq (VIII) was accepted and Hi (VIII) re­
jected as the B effects F was not significant with 
its probability being .6071. The data are given in 
tables 14 and 15.
IX. Exposure to E. G. White (A) - Cooperative (B):
Hq (I) was rejected and H^ (I) accepted as a significant 
interaction F was found; the Probability was .0176. Hq 
(II) was rejected and Hi (II) accepted though no 
significant A effects F was found; its probability 
was .2757; but this was due to the significant inter­
action; the simple effects analysis yielded sig­
nificant differences between certain groups. Hq (IX) 
was accepted and the Hi (IX) rejected though a highly 
significant B effects F was obtained with its probability 
being .004; but the direction contradicted hypothesis 
IX. The data are given in tables 16 and 17. The
simple effects analysis was carried out for all levels 
of A and B; where a significant F was found the 
significance of differences between groups was deter­
mined by using the Newman-Keuls method. The results 
for the different levels are shown in table 18.
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TABLE 14
ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR HYPOTHESIS VIII
Exposure to E. G. White (A) Neat in Dress (B)
Source M.S. D.F. F-Ratio P
Between 678.92 8
A 462.58 2 .77 .5289
B 572.04 2 .95 .6071
AB 840.52 4 1.40 .2413
Within 602.17 85
Total 608.77 93
TABLE 15
MEANS FOR ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR HYPOTHESIS VIII
Group High Medium Low A Effects
Low 172.45 178.17 150.00 166.87
Medium 174.91 171.78 172.80 173.16
High 174.11 172.200 176.18 174.16
B Effects 173.82 174.05 166.33
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ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR HYPOTHESIS IX 
Exposure to E. G. White (A)_____________________  Cooperative (B)
TABLE 16
Source M.S. D.F. F-Ratio P
Between 2009.58 8
A 621.02 2 1.31 .2757
B 4402.34 2 9.25 .0004
AB 1507.47 4 3.17 .0176
Within 475.81 85
Total 607.75 93
TABLE 17
MEANS FOR ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR HYPOTHESIS IX
Group High Medium Low A Effects
Low 180.25 178.30 140.09 166.21
Medium 187.70 175.69 158.67 174.02
High 170.91 177.42 174.00 174.11
B Effects 179.62 177.14 157.59
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TABLE 18
SIMPLE EFFECTS ANALYSIS FOR DATA OF ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE IX
Level Source M.S. D.F. F-Ratio Sign. Diff.
Between 5221.02 2 High - Low**
A Low
Within 588.71 26
8.87**
Medium - Low*
A Medium
Between 2808.80 2 High
7.88** High
- Low**
- Medium*
Within 356.30 32 Medium - Low*
A High
Between
Within
121.77
475.40
2
27
.26
Between 1193.64 2
B High 3,03a
Within 394.56 26
Between 20.59 2
B Medium .06
Within 355.68 32
Between 2563.90 2 High ■ Low**
B Low 3.87* High ■ Medium*
Within 663.10 27 Medium -■ Low*
* F-Ratio is significant at .05 level; difference between
groups is; significant at .05 level.
** F-Ratio is significant at .01 level; difference between
groups isi significant at .01 level.
a F-Ratio nearly reached significance; the required
F' at the .05 level was 3.37.
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X. Exposure to E. G. White (A) - Hakes friends easily (B) :
H0 (I) was accepted and (I) rejected as no signifi­
cant interaction F was found; the probability was .8198,
Hq (II) was accepted and H-^  (II) rejected as no 
significant A effects F was obtained; its probability 
was .1566. Hq (X) was accepted and (X) rejected 
though a highly significant B effects F was obtained 
with its probability being .0011; but the direction 
contradicted hypothesis X. The overall effects analysis 
for B yielded differences between the High B group 
and the Low B group, and between the Medium B group 
and the Low B group, which were significant at the .01 
level with no significant difference between the High 
B group and the Medium B group. The data are given 
in tables 19 and 20.
XI. Exposure to E. G. White (A) - Independent in his opinion (B) 
Hq (I) was accepted and H^ (I) rejected as no significant 
interaction F was found; the probability was .2011. Hq 
(II) was accepted and H^ (II) rejected as no signifi­
cant A effects F was obtained; its probability was 
.5624. Hq (XI) was accepted and H^ (XI) rejected as 
the B effects F was not significant with its probability 
being .2682. The data are given in tables 21 and 22.
TABLE 19
ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR HYPOTHESIS X
Exposure to E. G. White (A) Makes Friends Easily (B)
Source M.S., D.F. F-Ratio P
Between 1414.07 8
A 1021.55 2 1.88 .1566
B 4215.84 2 7.77 .0011
AB 209.44 4 .39 .8198
Within 542.91 85
Total 617.85 93
TABLE 20
MEANS FOR ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR HYPOTHESIS X
Group High Medium Low A Effects
Low 176.20 168.11 149.10 164.47
Medium 184.71 179.07 160.23 174.67
High 176.36 183.67 163.40 174.48
B Effects 179.09 176.95 157.58
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TABLE 21
ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR HYPOTHESIS XI
Exposure to E. G. White (A) Independent in His Opinion (B)
Source M.S. D.F. F-Ratio P
Between 702.94 8
A 332.97 2 .59 .5624
B 754.04 2 1.33 .2682
AB 862.37 4 1.52 .2011
Within 565.54 85
Total 577.36 93
TABLE 22
MEANS FOR ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR HYPOTHESIS XI
Group High Medium Low A Effects
Low 151.45 173.83 178.33 167.87
Medium 173.62 168.50 178.30 173.47
High 173.00 178.55 170.00 173.85
B Effects 166.02 173.63 175.54
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XII. Exposure to E. G. White (A) - Logical (B):
Ho (I) was accepted and (I) rejected as no sig­
nificant interaction F was found; the probability was 
.1480. Hq (II) was accepted and HQ (II) rejected as 
no significant A effects F was obtained; its 
probability was .2469. Hq (XII) was accepted and 
Hi (XII) rejected as the B effects F was not significant 
with its probability being .3456. The data are given
in rabies 23 and 24.
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ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR HYPOTHESIS XII 
Exposure to E. G. White (A)_____. __________________ Logical (B)
TABLE 23
Source M.S. D.F. F-Ratio P
Between 874.01 8
A 829.56 2 1.42 .2469
B 631.32 2 1.08 .3456
AB 1017.58 4 1.74 .1480
Within 484.42 85
Total 610.25 93
TABLE 24
MEANS FOR ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR HYPOTHESIS XII
Group High Medium Low A Effects
Low 180.40 154.50 157.44 164.11
Medium 175.88 177.33 165.20 172.81
High 168.67 176.55 175.20 173.47
B Effects 174.98 169.46 165.95
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 
Summary
The basic question of this study was what relation, if any, 
exists between certain personality traits of an individual, his 
exposure to E. G. White, and his perception of "E. G. White".
Theories of personality and perception suggest that per­
ception is a function of personality and the object in focus—  
the stimulus.
In this context it was assumed that the individual's 
perception of "E. G. White"— inferred from his attitudes toward 
"E. G. White"— is basically determined by his personality 
structure and the amount and quality of E. G. White's writings 
he is familiar with.
In reference to the basic problem this study was limited 
in the following three points: (1) attitudes toward "E. G.
White" were limited to the distinction between healthy positive 
attitudes and extreme positive attitudes, (2) personality 
structure was limited to personality traits as measured by the 
Rokeach Dogmatism Scale and the Edwards Personality Inventory, 
booklet three, and (3) the quality of E. G. White's writings 
the individual was familiar with was neglected and only the 
amount was taken into consideration.
CHAPTER VI
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Attitudes toward "E. G. White" were measured by the Scale 
of Attitudes toward "E. G. White" which was developed as a Likert 
type scale containing thirty-nine items. The final form was derived 
from two forms A and B for which a pilot study yielded reliability 
coefficients of .62 and .85 respectively; the final version's re­
liability coefficient was .80 with its standard deviation being 
24.23.
Exposure to E. G. White was measured by the Questionnaire 
of Exposure to E. G. White. This yielded a score which was 
a function of the respondent's exposure to E. G. White's writings, 
writings about her, and instruction about her role in the develop­
ment of the early Seventh-day Adventist Church.
The population of the study was the future leaders of the 
S.D.A. church in the United States as represented by the students 
of Andrews University Seminary who held American citizenship and 
for whom English was the basic language. One hundred forty-seven 
Ss were randomly chosen and invited to participate in the session;
96 of these came to one of the testing sessions which were con­
ducted at different times within a 10 days' range.
Two-way analyses of variance— where categories of scores 
on the Rokeach Dogmatism Scale and/or on the different sub­
scales of the Edwards Personality Inventory were the one in­
dependent variable, categories of scores on the Questionnaire of 
Exposure to E. G. White the other independent variable, and 
scores on the Scale of Attitudes toward "E. G. White" the dependent 
variable— were applied to the results in order to test twelve
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hypotheses, the null hypotheses of which are briefly indicated 
in the following:
I. No significant interaction F will be found.
11. There will be no difference on the Scale of Attitudes 
toward "E. G. White" (SAW) for groups with different 
scores on the Questionnaire of Exposure to E. G. 
White.
There will be a negative or no difference on the SAW 
between groups which differ positively on the
III. Rokeach Dogmatism Scale,
IV. "impressed by status" subscale of the Edwards Personality 
Inventory (EPI),
V. "desires recognition" subscale of the EPI,
•
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"feels superior" subscale of the EPI,
VII. "self centered" subscale of the EPI, and the
VIII. "neat in dress" subscale of the EPI.
There will be a positive or no difference on the SAW 
between groups which differ positively on the
IX. "cooperative" subscale of the EPI,
X. "makes friends easily" subscale of the EPI, and
XI. "independent in his opinion" subscale of the EPI.
XII. There will be no difference on the SAW for groups with 
different scores on the "logical" subscale of the EPI.
Of these twelve null hypotheses one (III) was rejected, two 
(I and II) were rejected in relation to analysis IX but not to the 
others; two (IX and X) were accepted though the corresponding
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analyses of data yielded highly significant differences; but 
these contradicted the direction of the hypotheses. The remaining 
null hypotheses (IV, V, VI, VII, VlII, XI, and XII) were accepted. 
These findings will be discussed in the following section and a 
solution to the startling outcome (IX and X) will be suggested.
The overall results affirm the assumption that the individual's 
perception of "E. G. White" to a great degree is influenced by 
his personality structure and to some degree by the exposure to 
E. G. White.
Interpretation of Findings
Scores on the Scale of Attitudes Toward "E. G. White"
The possible range of scores on the final form of the Scale 
of Attitudes toward "E. G. White" (SAW) is from 39 to 273. The 
actual range in this study was from 97 to 227 with the mean being 
170.62 and a standard deviation of 24.23.
As this was the first time that the SAW has been used 
these results cannot be compared with other studies; but an 
attempt will be made to compare the results of the pilot study 
with the final study. In doing this it must be remembered that 
it is not the results of the same instrument which are being 
compared; it is assumed that, despite this structural difference, 
the results can be interpreted as it is basically the same in­
strument, be it form A or B as used for the pilot study or the 
final version used for this study.
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An inspection of Table 25 shows that there is a structural 
difference between the pilot study (forms A and B) and the final 
study (final version F) in the distribution of scores with 
respect to two aspects: (1) the actual means of scores in the 
pilot study were nearly equal to or lower than the arithmetic 
mean of the possible scores whereas in the final study the actual 
mean of scores was higher than the mean possible score, and (2) 
the range of the upper half scores in the pilot study was 
wider than the range of the lower half scores whereas in the 
final study (F) the opposite was true.
TABLE 25
STRUCTURAL DIFFERENCES.IN THE DISTRIBUTION 
OF SCORES ON THE SAW
Form
Mean
Possible
Score
Actual
Means
Range
Upper
Half
Range
Lower
Half
A 172.00 163.64 51 34
B 172.00 172.47 73 59
F 156.00 170.62 55 74
These differences indicate that the sample involved in the 
final study as a group had more extreme attitudes toward "E. G. 
White" than the sample involved in the pilot study. What might 
be the reason for this?
It is assumed that the samples for the pilot study and the 
final study were drawn from the same population as the Ss in the
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pilot study were religion and theology majors attending Andrews 
University College and the Ss in the final study were students 
attending Andrews University Seminary.
One possible explanation of the different scoring patterns 
could be thought of in terms of different quality of instruction, 
that is the Seminary might indoctrinate a more extreme view con­
cerning E. G. White than the College does. But the results of the 
analysis of variance IX seem to contradict this explanation, as 
will be discussed in that context.
Another— more reasonable— explanation grew out of the 
examination of the SAW scores of the final study in relation to 
the fact that only 97 of the invited 147 Ss responded to the in­
vitation to participate in the study and that only 37 Ss appeared 
at the initially scheduled testing session; the others responded 
not before they were invited once, twice, or even three times in 
addition to the letter by being called up and urged to come.
It seemed that the group which came to the initial session 
was more extremely positive in attitudes toward "E. G. White" 
than the other groups.
This finding is in line with the hypothesis put forward by 
Kelley (1972) that churches which today in the United States are 
still growing— and he lists the S.D.A. church among those— reveal 
among other more favorable traits, like willingness for sacrifice 
and concern for others, a certain amount of fanaticism.
It was assumed that those who were least willing to respond 
to the invitations (those who did not show up at all without
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reasonable excuse) as a group were those with the least extreme 
attitudes toward "E. G. White".
In order to test this hypothesis an attempt was made to 
get a random sample of 20 Ss of those who did not come despite 
several invitations. Fifteen of those 20 Ss could be contacted 
and 13 promised to come; actually 3 of these came and scored well 
below average on the SAW.
But as this number was too small, two groups were compared, 
the one of which consisted of the 35 Ss who came to the initial 
session (2 Ss were excluded from this group as the honesty check 
indicated that their responses were not consistent) and the 
other was composed of those 62 Ss who came to the sessions following 
the initial one, including those 3 Ss from the later conducted 
session and excluding 1 S because of inconsistency as indicated 
by the honesty check.
The mean of the first group's scores (N = 35) was 182.89 
whereas the mean of the second group's scores (N = 62) was 162,13. 
The applied t-test yielded a highly significant t (6.71); for a 
two-tailed test the required t at the .001 level is 3.41.
The assumption that those who were invited to the study but 
who did not show up were the ones with the least extremely positive 
attitudes toward E. G. White seems to be affirmed by this finding 
and this would explain the difference in structural patterns be­
tween the pilot study and the final study as in the pilot study 
the SAW was administered to the Ss during regular class time 
whereas in the final study the Ss were required to spend some of
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their free time. In the pilot study then all chosen Ss responded 
because they could not use this time for doing other things; for 
the final study the invited Ss first had to make up their mind 
if it was important enough to them to participate in it or 
not; naturally those who cared the least about their relation to 
"E. G. White" were more inclined to spend their time doing some­
thing else, something more important to them.
This placing of great emphasis on specific matter, in 
this case on the importance of E. G. White might be termed 
fanaticism. But it is doubtful that this application of 
"fanaticism" is psychologically sound; it can as well be described 
as zeal, as having values, as pursuing goals, and by this directing 
ones life. True fanaticism, or dogmatism, as Rokeach (1960) calls 
it, is indicated by the existence of communication barriers be­
tween subaspects of ones belief-disbelief system. This incon-f* 
sistency in ones value system often goes together with empha­
sizing specific matters— and this might have led Kelley (1972) to 
the conclusion that churches that today want to grow in the United 
States must allow for a certain amount of fanaticism— but it 
does not necessarily do so.
To avoid confusion over the meaning of the term fanaticism 
the term "narrow extremism" will be used.
SAW Responses in Relation to Dogmatism
The possible range of scores on form E of the Rokeach 
Dogmatism Scale (DS) is from 40 to 280. The actual range in this
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study was from 88 to 221 with the mean being 170.91 and a standard 
deviation of 24.64.
This indicates that the population of this study is rather 
distinct from "normal" population at a comparable educational 
level, as other studies with College- and Graduate-students 
generally yield means around 142 (Rokeach, 1960).
What is this difference due to? Is it that the population 
of this study is more closed minded than other groups are?
Another cause might be that Seventh-day Adventists are bound to 
score high on some items of the DS because of their distinct 
philosophy of life. The positive response to these items does 
not indicate a self defense against poor adjustment for Seventh-day 
Adventists or groups of similar philosophical background, but 
a genuine concern for social and religious matters.
Analysis of variance III showed that the SAW scores of the 
groups high and medium on the DS were significantly higher than 
those of the group low on the DS.
The question that comes to mind at this point is: Are the 
SAW and the DS measuring the same factor or do they measure 
different but positively related factors? The importance of 
this question will be discussed in the last section of this 
chapter. At this point it will only be noted that dogmatism or 
closed mindedness alone do not seem to account for all differences 
between responses on the SAW. It will be recalled that there was 
a highly significant difference between the SAW responses of 
those Ss who came to the initially scheduled session and those
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coming to the later sessions. The DS responses of these groups 
were checked too. The first group's mean (174.43) was slightly 
higher than that of the later groups (168.88) but this difference 
was far from reaching significance (t =1.06; DF = 94).
Another point that should be kept in mind, as it will be 
discussed in the last section, is that no significant difference 
between the groups high and medium on the DS was found in respect 
to their SAW scores.
SAW Responses in Relation to the "Cooperative" Subscale of the EPI
It was hypothesized that the group higher on the "cooperative" 
subscale of the EPI would be lower on the SAW, But the analysis of 
data completely contradicted the direction of the at a signifi­
cance level beyond .001. Is there an explanation to this finding?
The rationale behind IX was that the dogmatic person is 
unlikely to cooperate because: (1) his acceptance of others is 
conditional (Rokeach, 1960), (2) his decisions are more susceptible 
to be modified by authority figures than by peer groups or relevant 
but contradicting facts (Laszlo and Rosenthal, 1971; Robbins, 1971), 
and (3) he tends to perceive others as inferior (Robbins, 1971).
In this context the meaning of "cooperative" was to have an 
accepting, helpful attitude toward others.
An examination of the items of the "cooperative" scale 
revealed a quite different meaning: "cooperative" seems to be 
equated with submissive, uncritical acceptance of instrumental 
authority. Three sample items are given below:
29. He is usually in agreement with the opinions of 
his superiors.
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163. He usually takes the advice offered to him by anyone 
in a position of authority.
212. He willingly performs little services for people 
in a position of authority.
If "cooperative" is used in this context the finding that 
the more "cooperative" group is the more extreme group becomes 
understandable, should even be expected.
Interesting is the finding of an interaction F, significant 
almost at the .01 level; but as the A effect (Exposure to E. G. 
White) in no case reached significance and only in this case a 
significant interaction F was obtained, it should not be stressed 
too heavily. Nevertheless it gives a hint for further investigation 
and as such will be discussed in the last section of this chapter,
SAW Responses in Relation to the "Makes Friends Easily"
_______Subscale of the EPI_____ _______________________
In this case too the H^ (X) was rejected though a highly 
significant B effects' F indicated differences not likely to 
be due to chance. But the direction of the H^ was contradicted.
An examination of the specific items again revealed that 
the label "makes friends easily" caused a false expectation of 
what the scale would measure.
The assumption underlying H^ (X) was that the dogmatic per­
son would have difficulties in establishing lasting friendships 
as his acceptance of others is conditional (Rokeach, 1960) and be­
cause of his tendency to judge others rather in terms of their 
shortcomings than in terms of their positive traits (Robbins, 1971).
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But the EPI subscale "makes friends easily" seems not to 
call forth responses indicating the quality of the S's friend­
ship relations; two factors seem to be involved: (1) Ease to 
initiate contact, and (2) need for approval. Three sample items 
are given below:
23. He is always making new friends and meeting new people.
116. He wants everyone to like him.
257. He can easily make a friend of a complete stranger.
The one who scores high on this scale indicates something quite 
different from being able to establish good friendship relations, 
which has been* assumed because of the label and which led to H^X;
He not only wants everyone to like him— most of us want to be 
liked— he needs everyone to like him; he needs this probably because 
he cannot like himself and therefore needs others to like him, to 
prove that he is likeable; this reassurance he needs rather often 
as his self hate can only be supressed for a time. Another point 
is that he makes friends out of others: he does not become 
friends with people because they have common grounds and sympathy 
with one another— he makes them feel that he is a "nice guy", which 
implies that he adjusts to them, plays a role; but this image 
can only be held up in a superficial kind of "friendship". There­
fore new "friendships" are always initiated in order that older 
ones shall not become so deep that the role playing becomes too 
strenuous on the part of the actor or that the role is seen
through.
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It is questionable whether this person enjoys putting on a 
role. It is more likely that he looks down on himself for doing 
so and by that reinforces his self hate. As others are involved 
in this vicious circle, as he is dependent on them in needing their 
approval, he comes to hate them too. This he cannot openly admit—  
he needs approval— and therefore says "I care for you so deeply", 
but his body-language tells a quite different story. Hence the 
unease in meeting that kind of people.
Analysis of variance X shows that this personality is re­
lated to narrow extremism. And it is rather probable that the 
individual uses his object of extremism— "E. G. White" in this 
case— to express his hostility.
Suggestions for Further Research
Narrow extremism as measured by the SAW seems to be based 
on three factors:
a. Commitment,
b. Dogmatism,
c. Hostility.
Factor a should be valued and even nourished as it is the 
one the church depends on. The only danger is that the commitment 
becomes so deep that other things (family, recreation, etc.) are 
neglected. Also flight into commitment— away from other responsi­
bilities— should not be encouraged.
Factor b basically stems from intercommunication barriers 
between ones belief— disbelief subsystems. This makes possible
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the existence of contradicting beliefs and values in the dogmatic 
person without his being aware of it. Another consequence of 
the relative closedness of one belief subsystem against the 
other is a weakness of "perceptual synthesis (Rokeach, 1960, 
pp. 266ff.)." The dogmatic person has difficulties putting 
thoughts together, in drawing proper conclusions; he rather pulls 
parts out of a whole that fit into his system.
What can be done about this? It is doubtful whether basic 
changes can be brought about in the adult dogmatic individual; 
but there seems to be a relation between creativity and open- 
mindedness or stated differently that it is the barriers 
between ones belief— disbelief systems that hinders a person 
from thinking creatively. This should be investigated further 
as if this hypothesis is confirmed, every means that enhances 
creativity then should build openmindedness. This then should 
also be modifying our methods of passing on values to the next 
generation by just setting up standards and expecting that they 
be adjusted to without questioning or modifying or violating 
them.
The above are long range goals and it is doubtful whether 
they can be reached for great parts of the population or the 
church. A physician besides treating the cause sometimes has 
to treat the symptoms too; sometimes this is the only help he 
can offer. The S.D.A. church could do the same in treating the 
dogmatic symptoms that are expressed in relation to "E. G. White"
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This might be easier than it seems to be! What has the 
dogmatic person to change? He has only to change one of his 
belief subsystems, not his whole value system, as an openminded 
person must do in order to change a specific view because his 
belief subsystems are interrelated with one another. But is the 
dogmatic individual not resisting change? Yes, but not so much 
if the new aspect is given by an authority figure and if it 
is presented in its consequences.
The only analysis of data where a significant inter­
action F was found was the one with Exposure to E. G. White and 
"cooperative" as independent variables. It will be recalled that 
the "cooperative" scale more properly could be labeled as uncritical 
acceptance of authority. The simple effects analysis yielded 
significant differences between the three groups on the low B 
(cooperative) level in relation to their exposure to E. G. White.
The low A (exposure) group scored lowest on the SAW, the high 
A group highest. On the medium B level no significant differences 
were obtained. The high B level analysis almost reached sig­
nificant differences. But this time the low and medium A groups 
scored higher on the SAW and the high A group scored lower.
The end result of exposure to E. G. White was that all B groups 
with most exposure scored the same on the SAW. The very extreme 
groups seemed to become less extreme the more exposure they had 
whereas the least extreme groups scored higher with more exposure 
so that in the end both extremes arrived where the medium group
has been.
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Attention should be given to the fact that on the low A 
level the groups differed most. The more exposure they had, the 
more the attitudes toward "E. G. White" became balanced. Several 
questions come to mind at this point:
a. Why is the high B group on the low A level scoring 
highest on the SAW? Do they get an impression of "E. G. 
White", that more exposure to E. G. White does not 
allow for?
b. Why is the low B group on the low A level scoring 
lowest on the SAW? Do they react— over-react perhaps—  
to what they perceive as unreasonable attitudes toward 
"E. G. White"?
c. If we think in terms of commitment, dogmatism, and 
hostility— which factor is lowered in the high B group 
and which is raised in the low B group by additional 
exposure to E. G. White?
d. Do all E. G. White books call forth the same attitudes? 
Or do different books have a different influence?
What is the difference between books E. G. White has 
written as a book and those books where Others have 
compiled statements from her?
Especially the last question should be investigated. It is 
hypothesized that these books (compilation) have a detrimental 
effect on the dogmatic individual. For the Seventh-day Adventist 
E. G. White is likely to be the highest authority. The dogmatic 
church member especially will take whatever she stated. In the
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books she wrote E. G. White gave the full context. But in 
compilations only the written context is given and not the 
context of time, circumstances, and reasons why she made the 
special statement.
Even if the full context were given to selected statements, 
it is hard for the closedminded person to put things together.
They do better when they are told what the implication is of 
such and such a statement. Rokeach found this and stated that 
the dogmatic person is more comfortable with answers given on a 
"silver-platter". But once the dogmatic person is familiar with 
one thing he knows well how to apply it.
It is strange that no relationship seems to exist between 
dogmatism and intelligence. But creativity and intelligence do 
not necessarily go together either.
Rokeach (1960) found that in most aspects that were relevant 
to dogmatism the medium groups responded or reacted the same way 
as the high dogmatic groups did. This is affirmed by the finding 
that no significant difference existed between high and medium 
groups on the SAW but between high and low, and medium and low 
groups. This shows how important the above questions are, as 
the dogmatic reaction can be expected in two thirds of the popu­
lation of this study.
What can be done about the part hostility plays in this 
narrow extremism? This seems to be the worst part in the whole 
matter and the most dangerous one for the church. It is the 
opposite of what the "good news"mean but displays the image of
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itself to be "Christian" in the fullest sense. The problem about 
this factor in extremism is its inbuilt tendency to be reinforced. 
What is needed seems to be a therapeutic relationship within 
which the hostile church member can grow. The church only can 
accomplish that when the fellow church members are made aware 
of what is needed for the hostile church member: an accepting, 
caring warmth. This therapeutic relationship might best be 
reached through group counseling.
Further research in this specific area is needed to explore 
whether the above tentative conclusions and hypotheses will be 
affirmed or not. Special attention is called to the problem of 
"E. G. White books" compiled by third persons. A basic solution 
is long overdue and could probably prevent much damage to the 
church.
A P P E N D I X
ANNOUNCEMENT SHEET ARTICLE
SEMINARY STUDENT ANNOUNCEMENTS SHEET 
April 30, 1973
MR. RANIER ISECKE, a graduate student is conducting a study re­
lated to the attitude of S.D.A. theological student toward the 
writings of E. G. White. A random sample is essential to the 
success of the study. Those selected will be notified by letter. 
It will be appreciated if you can participate.
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LETTER OF INVITATION
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May 3, 1973
Rainer Iseeke 
Beechwood Court E-51 
Berrien Springs, Mich. 
Phone: 471-7213
Dear fellow student:
This letter is to inform you that you have been chosen as one to 
represent the Seminary in the research study that was described in 
the announcement sheet last Monday, April 30th, and approved by 
Dean W.G.C. Murdoch.
The study is concerned with isolating factors which may influence 
ones attitudes toward the place of the writings of E. G. White in 
the Seventh-day Adventist Church.
The study will be conducted in the Gold Room in Meier Hall, May 11, 
1973 at 9 a.m.
Please be sure to come in time as it is important for this study 
that each chosen representative participates in it. It is hoped that 
the results of the study may be of benefit to you in your future 
ministry.
Please bring this invitation with you to the session in order that 
I can check who was able to follow the invitation. Please don't 
forget as there is no possibility for me to check it otherwise as 
you will not be asked to indicate your name on the answer sheets.
Your friendly cooperation will be deeply appreciated.
Your brother in Christ,
Rainer Isecke
P. S. If it is impossible for you to be there will you please 
as soon as possible?
call me
QUESTIONNAIRE OF EXPOSURE TO E. G. WHITE
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Please respond to the following questions, 1-4, by circling 
the letter (a, b, c, ...) of the correct answer:
1. Sex ? . . . a. Kale b. Female
2. Age ? . . . a. 22 or younger b. 23-24 c. 23-26 d. 27-28
e. 29-30 f. 31-32 g. 33-34 h. 35-36
i. 37 or older
3. Race ? . . a. White b. Black c. Oriental d. 'White-Black
e. White-Oriental f. Black-Oriental g. Other
4. Are your parents Seventh-day Adventists ? . .a. Neither of them
b. Father c. Mother d. Both parents
Please respond to the following items, 5-6, by providing 
the correct number above the given line:
5* Number of years you attended ‘S.D.A. 'Schools, excluding
Andrews University Seminary: ............... ............ _____
6. Humber of quarters you have attended Andrews University 
Seminary, including the present quarter: . . . . . . . .  ______
Please respond to the following questions, 7-8, by 
circling the letter (a, b, or c) of the correct answer:
7. Have you taken the course CH5 7C-HISTORY OF THE 
SEVENTH-DAI ADVENTIST CHURCH ? . . .  a. No
b. This quarter
c. During a past quarter
8. Have you taken the course
T5 7O-PEOPEETIC GUIDANCE ? ..........  a. No
b. This quarter
c. During a past quarter
The following items represent E.G. White books (9—70) and 
books about E.G. White (71-93); please indicate by circling 
a, b, or c, if you have read that book 
a. partially, b. fully, or c. more than once.
9 . a b c Testimonies for the Church } Vol. I
1 0 . a b c ii n II II 9 Vol. II
1 1 . (n b c II n 11 If t Vol. Ill
1 2 . a b c II it IT 9 Vol. IV
15. a b c It
11 It 91
9 Vol. V
14. a b c n 11 It 9 Vol. VI
15. a b c IT I! ft
ft
9 Vol. VII
1 6 . a b c H 11 It ft Vol. VIII
17. a b c
ii It tl
9 Vol. IX
1 8 . a b c Patriarchs and Prophets
19. a b c Prophets and Kings
2 0. a b c Desire of Ages
2 1 . a b c Acts of the Apostles
2 2. a b c Great Controversy
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23. a b c Adventist Home
24. a b c Child Guidance
25. a b c Christ in His Sanctuary
2 6. a b c Christian experience and Teachings
27. a b c Christian Service
2 8. a b c Christ's Object Lessons
29. a b c Colporteur Ministry
30. a b c Counsels on Diet and Foods
31. a b c Counsels on Health
52. a b c Counsels to Parents and Teachers
33. a b c Counsels on Sabbath School Work
34. a b c Counsels on Stewardship
35. a b c Counsels to Writers and Editors
36. a b c Early Writings
37. a b c Education
”3'8. a "b ~c 'Evangelism
39. a b c The Faith I Live By
4o. a b c Fundamentals of Christian Education
41. a b c Gospel Workers
42. a b c In Heavenly Places
a b c Life Sketches
44. a b c Medical Ministry
45. a b c Messages to Young People
46. a b c Ministry of Healing
47. a b c Mount of Blessing
48. a b c My Life Today
49. a b c Our High Calling
5c. a b c Remnant Church
51. a b c Selected Messages I
52. a b c Selected Messages II
53. a b c Sanctified Life
54. a b c Sons and Daughters of God
55. a b c Southern V/ork
56. a b c Spirit of Prophecy, Vol. I
57. a b c » » " , Vol. II
58. a b c » » , Vol. Ill
59. a b c " » » , Vol. IV
60. a b c Spiritual Gifts, Vol. I
6 1. a b c » " , Vol. II
6 2. a b c » " , Vol. Ill
63. a b c » » , Vol. IV
64. a b c Steps to Christ
6 5. a b c Story of Jesus
6 6. a b c Story of Redemption
67. a b c Temperance
68. a b c Testimonies to Ministers
69. a b c That I may Know Him
70. a b c Welfare Ministry
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71. a b c
72. a b c
73. a b c
7k. a b c
75. a b c
76. a b c
77. a b c
78. a b c
79. a b c
80. a b c
8 1. a b c
8 2. a b c
00 VM • a b c
8k. a b c
85. a b c
8 6. a b c
87. a b c
•COCO a b c
89. a b c
90. a b c
91. a b c
92. a b c
93. a b c
Abiding Gift of Prophecy, Arthur G. Daniells
Angel Over Her Tent & Other Stories About 
Ellen G. White. D. A. Delafield
A Prophet Among You, T. Housel Jemison
Believe Eis Prophets, Denton Edward Rebok
Christian Experience and Views of Ellen G. White, 
Pacific Press
Ellen G. White and the SPA Church, D. A. Delafield
Ellen G. White and Her Critics, E. D. ITichol
Ellen G. Vfhjte Messenger to the Remnant, A. L. White
Ellen G. White Prophet of Destiny, Rene Noorbergen
Fruitage of Spiritual Gifts, Lewis Harrison Christian
Gift of Prophecy in the Seventh-day Adventist Church, 
William A. Spicer
His Messenger, Ruth !Wheeler
I'd Like To Ask Ellen White. Ellen G. White Estate
Life and Teachings of Ellen G. White. White Estate
Life Sketches of Ellen G. White, Pacific Press
Life Sketches of James and Ellen White, Steam Press
Sister White, Arthur W. Spalding
Stories of Little Ellen, Helen Fj. Johnson and 
Evelyn Roose Dinsmore
Stories of my Grandmother, Ella Kae Robinson 
There Shines a Light, Arthur W. Spalding 
The Spirit of Prophecy, William A. Spicer 
The Testimony of Jesus, Francis KcLellan Wilcox 
Why 1 Believe in Mrs. E« G» White, F. D. Hichol
SCALE OF ATTITUDES TOWARD "E. G. WHITE"
FORM A
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The following are statements which reflect the thinking and 
feeling of many Seventh-day Adventists concerning their views and 
knowledge of E.G# White and her writings. Different, sometimes 
even opposing vievrpoints are given; you may find yourself agreeing 
strongly with some of the statements, disagreeing just as strongly 
with others, and perhaps uncertain about others; the best answer 
to each statement on the following pages is your PERSONAL OPINION. 
Whether you agree or disagree with any statement, you can be sure 
that many Seventh-day Adventists feel the same as you do.
Mark each statement in one of the columns on the right according 
to how much you agree or disagree with it. Please mark every one.
The columns (1 - 7 ) give a continuum ranging from STRONGLY AGREE (1), 
to STRONGLY DISAGREE (7 ).
An example is given below:
60. A Christian in all situations should obey
the law of the country he is living in. . . 60.
If you would cross off 
column 1 , as was done in the example, this would indicate that you 
STRONGLY AGREE with this statement; 
column 2 would indicate that you
AGREE ON TEE WHOLE with it; 
column 3 would indicate that you
AGREE A LITTLE vrith this statement; 
column if would indicate that you are
UNCERTAIN whether you agree or disagree with it; 
column 5 would indicate that you
DISAGREE A LITTLE with this statement;
\
column 6 would indicate that you
DISAGREE OH THE WHOLE with it;
column 7 would indicate that you
STRONGLY DISAGREE with this statement.
SA u 1 SD
1 if 7
1 i 1 *
X  1 _  1 1
1 < 1 1
1 1
A1» One of the basic tasks of missionary efforts 
today should be to make people acquainted
with E.G. White's writings. . . . . . . . .  1 .
2. What sets the S.D.A. Church apart from 
others is basically due to the impact of 
E.G. White. . ....................... .. 2.
3» A person's knowledge of E.G. White's
writings should be a chief criterion for 
selection for local church offices. . . . .  3 .
4. E.G. White's statements often leave open
different interpretations. . . . . . . . .  4.
5 • "E • G. White 's s'tat emerits are always Vali'd ’in
the form they are written. . . . . . . . .  3 «,
6. E.G. White's statements should'not be 
questioned, whether they are made under 
direct Divine influence or not. . . . . . .  6.
7* I could understand the Holy Scriptures 
adequately without reading E.G. White's 
books.................................... .. 7 «
8. After God had chosen E.G. White, He still
allowed her to make errors.......... .. 8.
9. The writings of E.G.White do not have the
same importance as the Holy Scriptures. . . 9»
10. E.G. White was a prophet like Daniel or
John. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  10.
11. E.G. White's reports of visions are 
subjectively colored. . . . . . .  . . . . . 1 1 .
12. From the manner in which a church member 
dresses and grooms himself you can see if
he appreciates E.G. White or not. . . . . .  12.
13. According to E.G. White, adolescents should 
be made aware of the danger, but given the 
freedom to participate in situations where 
they could possibly fall in sin. » • • • . 13»
14. E.G. White's writings must be read by 
keeping in mind that she belonged to a certain 
culture in a certain time. • • • • . . . .  14.
15. Even in the time following her first vision 
E.G. White was not constantly under Divine 
inspiration. . . .  . • • • • » •  • • • • • ^5*
16. Today E.G. White would not mind women 
wearing pants. . • . • • • • • • • • • * •
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1ft.
19.
20.
1 7 .
21.
22.
23-
24.
25.
26. 
27.
28.
29.
30. 
A'1 •
A Seventh-day Adventist should not play cards 
because E.G. White tells us that it is not 
good. . ........... ............... 17,
Even when written under Divine inspiration,
E.G. White's statements reflect her own 
imagination.  .................  18,
In many cases people are justified in 
claiming that a statement of E.G. White is 
no longer valid today. ......................  19,
Most Seventh-day Adventists i^ rould act 
differently if they really knew E.G. White's 
writings. . .................... . . . . . .  20.
E.G. White's statements are so clear cut 
that there is no room for different 
interpretations. .............................. 21.
According to E.G. White it is inadvisable to 
restrict youth to such activities where no 
possibility of following the wrong path can 
be seen. ....................................... 22.
E.G. White's basic concern with weak church 
members would be how to convince them that 
it would be for their best to change habits. 23.
Eating meat, despite E.G. White's statements 
concerning this, is not a sin. . . . . . . .
Even after her visions began, E.G. White 
made some erroneous statements concerning 
matters related to Christian beliefs. . . .
A
24.
25.
If living today, E.G. White would deeply be 
concerned with todays style of dressing and 
grooming in young people. . . .  ...........
E.G. White was set apart from mankind in 
being without sin after God gave her the 
first vision.
In spite of trying hard, E.G. WTaite did not 
wholly succeed in living without sin. . . .
E.G. White's writings should be critically 
evaluated like any other writings. . . . . .
A person should not be baptized before he is 
thoroughly informed about the writings of 
E.G. V.hite. .................... .............
A person that is a good Christian, but does 
not live up to the standards given by E. G. 
White, should still be given church respons­
ibilities. ........................ ..........
28.
29.
30.
31
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A
32. All of 2.G. White's writings are inspired
*>y God.......................  3 2.
33* Even though parents live in accordance with 
E.G. White's writings, their children may 
fail to become true Christians. . . . . . .  3 3.
34. If E.G. White was alive today, she would
certainly discourage young men from wearing 
long hair. .........................   3 4.
35* It should not be permissible for a person 
to be baptized even though he rejects 
E.G. White. .......................   3 5.
36• I could have become -as good "a wCHhi*s‘tlan"”a:s ’ 
I am without knowing E.G. White's writings. J>6.
3 7 * God had no particular reason in choosing
E.G. White as His voice. . .. . . ..  . . 37.
3 8. There is no need to read E.G. White's books
if you know your Bible. .....................3 8.
39* To be of greatest value, E.G. White's
statements should be applied literally. . . 3 9«
40. A Seventh-day Adventist who does not follow
E.G. White's advice is a questionable 
Christian......... .. 40.
41. It should not be mandatory for a church 
member to accept E.G. White's inter­
pretation of a bible text if the bible does 
not definitely sustain that interpretation. 41.
42. E.G. White's basic issue is to make people
happy Christians rather than to restrict 
their lives. ....................... .. 42.
4 3. It is not E.G. White that makes the S.D.A.
Church distinct from others. . . •• • * *43.
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The following are statements which reflect the thinking and 
feeling of many Seventh-day Adventists concerning their views and 
knowledge of E.G. White and her writings. Different, sometimes 
even opposing viewpoints are given; you may find yourself agreeing 
strongly with some of the statements, disagreeing just as strongly 
with others, and perhaps uncertain about others; the best answer 
to each statement on the following pages is your PERSONAL OPINION.
Whether you agree or disagree with any statement, you can be sure 
that many „S.e vent h-day Adventists feel the .same as .you .do.
Mark each statement in one of the columns on the right according 
to how much you agree or disagree with it. Please mark every one.
The columns (1 - 7) give a continuum ranging from STRONGLY AGREE (1 ), 
to STRONGLY DISAGREE (7 ).
An example is given below:
60. A Christian in all situations should obey
the law of the country he is living in. . . 60.
If you would cross off 
column 1 , as was done in the example, this would indicate that you 
STRONGLY AGREE -with this statement; 
column 2 would indicate that you
AGREE OR THE WHOLE with it; 
column 3 v/ould indicate that you
AGREE A LITTLE with this statement; 
column k would indicate that you are
UNCERTAIN whether you agree or disagree with it;
SA u SD
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column 5 would indicate that you
DISAGREE A LITTLE'with this statement;
column 6 would indicate that you
DISAGREE ON THE WHOLE with it;
column 7 would indicate that you
STRONGLY DISAGREE with this statement.
74
B
1. In our mission efforts today the distribution 
of E.G. White's books should be of minor 
importance. . ......................... 1 .
2. It is not E.G. White that makes the S.D.A.
Church distinct from others.................2 .
3» A person's knowledge of E.G. White's
writings should not be a chief criterion
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for selection for local church offices. . . 3 . ! I
4-. E.G. White's statements are so clear cut 
that there is no room for different
1 •
1 » 
i '
r •
•
interpretations. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  4-. .... . i.
5. ■ Today 3. G . - White nvoul'd-srecogniae -that some ■ * 
of her statements as they stand are not
.1 f 
1 
1
5 )
valid any longer. . ....................... - 1 1 . i 1
6 . Only statements which E.G. White made under 
direct Divine influence can be taken without
11 »i i
' 11 1, 1
question. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  6. :__L
7. Without reading E.G. White's books, I could 
not understand the Holy Scriptures as
1 1
■ 1 1
1 ! 
11 >
adequately as I do.......................... 7 . 1 i i
8. After God had chosen E.G. White, He never
1 1
i ' > t
would have allowed her to make an error. . . 8. 1 41
9. The writings of E.G. White should be looked 
at as having the same importance as the Holy
; 1 
» i
1 *
!
1
1 1 ! ;
10. E.G. White cannot be looked at as being a
t <1 1 t ! i (
1 j3
11. E.G. White's reports give the objective
1
l »•
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12. From the outward appearance of a church
member you cannot draw conclusions about his
f 1
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13. According to E.G. White, adolescents should 
be kept away from situations v/here they can
1 < 
» t 1 <
1
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lZf* Being familiar with E.G. White's writings
♦ 1 ' <
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15. In the time following her first vision E. G. 
White was constantly under Divine 
inspiration. ............................... 15»
16. According to E.G. White, women should not
f
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When E.G. White advises not to play cards, 
she refers only to the habit of playing 
excessively for high risk, and not to that 
kind of card playing that people do in 
spending some of their leisure time, . • . 17.
18. If you know E.G. White's writings, it is easy 
to point out mistakes in church members. . . 1 8 .
19* In saying that a certain statement of E.G. 
White is no longer valid today because of 
different circumstances, a person merely 
tries to neglect his responsibilities. • , . 19.
20. The knowljej|S£ ,Q,f,J§..jG,« .White's writings does
not necessarily improve a person*s Tife-styleY20'
21. .h.G. White's statements often leave open
different interpretations.................. 21.
22. E.G. White recommends that youth should only 
be allowed to engage in those activities 
where there is no danger of following the 
wrong path. . ........... .. 2 2,
25. If E.G. White was alive today, she would 
recommend most Adventists to change their 
habits immediately, whether they like it or 
not, or to leave the church. . . . .  . . .
2k, Eating meat, despite knowing E.G. White's 
statements concerning this, is a sin. . .
26.
After God gave E.G. White her first vision, 
she did not make an erroneous statement con­
cerning matters related to Christian beliefs.
If living today, E.G. White would not be 
concerned too much with todays style of 
dressing and grooming in young people. . . .
27. After God gave her the first vision, E.G.
White still was a sinner like any other human 
being. .......... ..
28. E.G.White is an example of the possibility to
live without sin if only one tries hard 
enough. . . . . . . .  ..........  . . . . . .
29. E.G. White's statements should be accepted as
they stand. . ............... .. • * ........
It is not necessary that a person be 
thoroughly informed about the writings of 
E.G. White before he is baptized. . . . . • •
23.
2k,
25.
26. 
27
28
30.
29
30
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31.
32.
33.
34. 
53. 
36. 
3?.
38.
39. 
40..
B
Despite being a good Christian, a person that 
does not live up to the standards given by 
E.6 . White should not hold church 
responsibilities. . . .  ........  . . . . . .  3 1 .
In some of her writings E.G. White expressed 
her own opinion. ....................... .. . 3 2.
If parents really lived according to E.G.
White’s advice, their children would rarely 
fail to become true Christians.......... .. .33.
If she was alive today, E.G. White would not 
object to young men wearing long hair. . . . 3 .^
It should ..be permissible .for .a. person, to .be ,
baptized even though he rejects E.G. White. . 35-
I could not have become as good a Christian
as I am without knowing E.G. White's writings.3 6.
God chose E.G. White because of her efforts 
to live \idLthout sinning....................... 37*
When reading E.G. White books I often feel 
that certain persons don't read her books be­
cause they fear changes in their lives will 
be needed.............   3 8.
E.G. White's statements often concern a 
special situation and then cannot be applied 
literally. . . . . . .  ..........    39*
A Seventh-day Adventist who does not follow 
E.G. White's advice is not therefore a 
questionable Christian. . . . . . . . . . . .  40.
SA
41. A Seventh-day Adventist should accept E.G.
White's interpretation of a bible text though 
the bible does not give an interpretation of 
that text. ........... ...................... 41
42.
43.
To help church members look at a situation in 
the light of E.G. White's statements gives me 
a feeling of superiority. . . . . . . . . . .  42
What sets the S.D.A. Church apart from others 
is basically due to the impact of E.G. White.. 43
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SCALE OF ATTITUDES TOWARD "E. G. WHITE"
FINAL FORM
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The following are statements which reflect the thinking and 
feeling of many Seventh-day Adventists concerning their views and 
knowledge of E.G. White and her writings. Different, sometimes 
even opposing viewpoints are given; you may find yourself agreeing 
strongly with some of the statements, disagreeing just as strongly 
with others, and perhaps uncertain about others; the best answer 
to each statement on the following pages is your PERSONAL OPINION. 
"..Tiether you agree or disagree with any statement, you can be sure 
that many Seventh-day Adventists feel the sane as you do.
11ark each statement in one of the columns on the right accord­
ing to how much you agree or disagree with it. Please nark every 
one. The columns (1 - 7) give a continuum ranging from STRONGLY 
AGREE (l), to STRONGLY DISAGREE (7 ).
60
An example is given below:
A Christian in all situations should 
obey the law of the country he is 
living in. ..................... ..
■SA’ u ' I jsr
.1 2 i 5 A 5^ oi7i • 
. •
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1 1 1
If you would cross off
column 1, as was done in the example, this would indicate that you 
STRONGLY AGREE with this statement; 
column 2 would indicate that you
AGREE ON THE WHOLE with it; 
column 5 would indicate that you
AGREE A LITTLE with this statement; 
column U would indicate that you are
UNCERTAIN whether you agree or disagree with it;
column 5 would indicate that you
DISAGREE A LITTLE with this statement;
column 6 would indicate that you
DISAGREE Cl. Tam .vrOLa with it;
column 7 would indicate that you
STRONGLY DISAGREE .with this statement.
1 . In our mission efforts today the distribution 
of E.G. White's books should be of minor 
importance........... ..
2m A person's knowledge of E.G. White's writings 
should not be a chief criterion for selection 
for local church offices. .................
3* E.G. White's statements are so clear cut that 
there is no room for different 
interpretations.......................
4. Today E.G. White would recognize that some 
of her statements as they stand are not 
valid any longer. . . . . . . .  ........ ..
'5. ’'Only s ta'te merits "whidh "E.'G. White -mad'c ‘txhde'r 
direct Divine influence can be taken without 
question......... ..........................
6 . ’Without reading E.G. White's books, I could
not understand the Holy Scriptures as 
adequately as I d o . . .  ...................
7. The writings of E.G. White should be looked
at as having the same importance as the 
Holy Scriptures. ................... ..
3. E.G. White cannot be looked at as being a 
prophet like Daniel or John. ............. ..
9. E.G. White's reports of■ visions are
subjectively colored. . . . . • . . • «• *
10. From the outward appearance of a church 
member you cannot draw conclusions about his 
attitudes toward E.G. White. . . . . . . . .
11. According to E.G. White, adolescents should 
be made aware of the danger, but given the 
freedom to participate in situations where 
they could possibly fall in sin. . . . . . .
12. Being familiar with E.G. White's writings
makes me feel good..........................
1 3 . In the time following her first vision
E.G. White was constantly under Divine 
inspiration. . . . .  .......... ..
14. According to E.G. White, women should not
wear pants.......................... • • • •
15» When E.G. White advises not to play cards, 
she refers only the habit of playing 
excessively for high risk, and not to that 
kind of card playing that people do in 
spending some of their leisure tine. • • • «
2.
3«
4.
t
5.
6.
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16. If you know S.G. White's writings, it is easy
to point out mistakes in church members. . . 16.
17* In saying that a certain statement of E.G. 
white is no longer valid today because of 
different circumstances, a person merely 
tries to neglect his responsibilities. . . . 17*
18. The knowledge of E.G. White’s writings does
not improve a person's life-style..............18.
19* E.G. White's statements often leave open
different interpretations................   19*.
20. E.G. White recommends that youth should only 
be allowed to engage in t'hose activities 
where there is no danger of following the
wrong path. .................................  20.
21. If E.G. White was alive today, she would 
recommend most Adventists to change their 
habits immediately, whether they like it or
not, or to leave the church.................... 21.
22. Eating meat, despite E.G. White's statements
concerning this, is not a sin............. . . 2 2 .
23. After God gave E.G. White her first vision, 
she did not make an erroneous statement con­
cerning matters related to Christian beliefs. 2j?«
2k. If living today, E.G. White would not be 
■ concerned too much with todays style of 
dressing and grooming in young people. . • . 2k.
25. E.G. White is an example of the possibility
to live without sin if only one tries hard 
enough........................................... 23*
26. E.G. White's statements should be accepted
as they stand. ........................   . 26.
27. It is not necessary that a person be
thoroughly informed about the writings of 
E.G. White before he is baptized............. 27*
28. Despite being a good Christian, a person that 
does not live up to the standards given bj
S.G. White should not hold church
responsibilities. . . . • « • • • • • • •  * * ^ *
29. All of E.G. White's writings are inspired
by God.........• . ................... .. . . .  29.
30. If parents really lived according to r,.G.
White's advice, their children would rarely 
fail to become true Christians. ..............
31. If she was alive today,-E.G. ’White'would not 
object to young men wearing long hair. . . • 31•
32. It should be permissible for a person to be 
baptized even though he rejects E.G. White. . 32.
33. T could not have become as good a Christian
as I am without knowing E.G. White's writings.33*
3^. God chose E.G. White because of her efforts
to live without sinning. . . . . .  ..........  3^.
33* There is no need to read E.G. White's books
if you know your Eible................. . . . . 3 3 *
36. E.G. White's statements often concern a
"•special 'situation 'and ":hen car_rro't"'be applied 
literally. ....................  36.
37* A Seventh-day Adventist who does not follow 
E.G. White's advice is a questionable 
Christian........................... .. 37 •
38. A Seventh-day Adventist should accept E.G.
White's interpretation of a bible text though 
the bible does not give an interpretation of 
that t e x t . ........ ........... ............... 38.
39. Even after her visions began, E.G. White 
made some erroneous statements concerning 
matters related to Christian beliefs. . . . .  39*
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